












































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































AGENCY CAPITAL BUDGET REQUEST
Building Project Detail (Cont."d)
Fiscal Years 1994-99
Dollars in Thousands ($137,500 = $138)

Form E-4

DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION ANALYSIS:

B The request’s schedule objectives requii'éu that all funds requested be
snmultaneously appropriated.

B This prolect contains multiple stages. Admin recommends that pre-desngn
work be approved by Admin before commencing design work prior to
"legislative review as required by 16B.335.

DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE ANALYSIS:

Several s:gnn‘lcant components of this project remain unclear as of the 9-1-93
submission:

1. New Construction, less decommissioning of older facilities, is projected to
.net approximately 80,000 new GSF. Costs of demolition for these
facilities are not included in the estimates.

2. Reprogramming/remodeling of existing facilities (approx. 64,000 GSF)
costs could be significant. If, for example, they amount to $50 per sq.ft.,
the total is in excess of $3,000,000.

These costs do not appear to be included in the request. If they are not
anticipated in the 1994-95 biennium, they should, nevertheless, be included.
If other funding sources are expected to cover them, and no request will be
made, then that should be noted. :

This request assumes that 100% of the debt service not covered by private
funds will be paid by the state. Current state policy requires that tuition and
fees, or other income related to the project, cover a portion of debt service.

GOVERNOR’S RECOMMENDATION:

The Governor recommends capital funds of $25,000,000 for this project, and
assumes that the University will raise $20,000,000 from private souces.

The Governor also recommends that the state pay 100% of the debt service
on $25,000,000 due to the substantial private contribution.

STRATEGIC SCORE

Criteria Points
Critical Life Safety - existing hazards 0
Critical Legal Liability - existing liability 0]
Critical Loss of Function or Services - 0
Prior/Legal Commitments 0
User/Non-State Financing 62
Strategic Linkage 60
Agency Priority 40
. Asset Preservation/Deferred Renewal 25
Cﬁstomer Services Improved 40
Operating Savings/Efficiencies 0
Total Strategic Score 227

READINESS QUOTIENT
‘Programming 45
Design 30
Cost Planning/Management 15
FacilityA Audit Supports the Request 0
Fadility Altérnatives Were Considered 0
Readiness Quotient (Technical Score/180) 50%
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AGENCY CAPITAL BUDGET REQUEST Form G-1
Non-Building Project Detail
Fiscal Years 1994-99
Dollars in Thousands {$137,500 = $138)

AGENCY: University of Minnesota

PROJECT TITLE: Special Assessments - Streets and Utilities

TOTAL PROJECT COST: $1,673

APPROPRIATION REQUEST FOR 1994 SESSION: $1,273

APPROPRIATION ESTIMATE FOR 1996 SESSION: $200

APPROPRIATION ESTIMATE FOR 1998 SESSION: $200

LOCATION (CAMPUS, CITY, COUNTY): Twin Cities, Minneapolis, Hennepin
Twin Cities, Falcon Heights, Ramsey

AGENCY PRIORITY (for 1994 Session only):

#_ 5 of _5 requests

1. PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Funds are requested to pay special assessments levied on University land
for infrastructure projects in the municipalities of Minneapolis and Falcon
Heights.

$408 for the University’s pro-rated cost of the construction of the
storm drainage system in the Bridal Veil Creek drainage area in
the City of Minneapolis.

$60 for the University’s pro-rated cost of the reconstruction of
Cleveland Avenue between Roselawn Avenue and Larpenteur
Avenue in the City of Falcon Heights.

$116 for the University’s pro-rated share of the reconstruction of
portions of 4th street SE, 23rd Avenue SE, and 25th Avenue
SE adjacent to the Huron Boulevard parking complex in the City
of Minneapolis.

$9 for the University’s pro-rated share of the reconstruction of a
portion of 12th Avenue SE adjacent to the Minnesota Technol-
ogy Center in the City of Minneapolis.

$230 for the University’s pro-rated cost of the reconstruction of 29th
Avenue SE between Como Avenue and Weeks Avenue in the
City of Minneapolis. (Estimated Cost)

$450 for the University’s pro-rated cost of the reconstruction of
Larpenteur Avenue between Fulham Street and Snelling
Avenue in the City of Falcon Heights. (Estimated Cost)

PROJECT RATIONALE AND RELATIONSHIP TO AGENCY LONG-RANGE
STRATEGIC GOALS AND CAPITAL PLAN:

Pursuant to M.S. chapter 435.19, subdivision 2, the University may
submit to the Legislature with its capital requests amounts levied for
special assessments by other jurisdictions. The legislature has in the past
appropriated funds to the University to pay special assessments which
local governments have levied on University property. These infrastruc-
ture projects benefit the University by providing improved street and utility
services and enhancing the value of adjacent University property and are,
therefore, a worthwhile investment. Since the University does not obtain
direct ownership of the infrastructure asset, however, the appropriation
to the University is in effect passed through to the local government.

IMPACT ON AGENCY OPERATING BUDGET (FACILITIES NOTE):

No impact. The facilities are maintained by other jurisdictions.

OTHER CONSIDERATIONS (OPTIONAL):

The University pays special assessments in a lump sum instead of install-
ments, thereby avoiding any accrual of interest. The amount of this
request represents principle only, and is therefore, bondable.

The request for the 1996 and 1998 sessions are estimates at this time
based on the University’s history of assessments. Since the projects for
which the University is assessed are initiated and implemented by other
jurisdictions, it is not possible to accurately predict the timing scope, and
cost of future infrastructure improvements.

Since of the University does not obtain direct ownership of an asset
through the payment of assessments, it should not be required to pay one
third of the debt service on infrastructure improvements proposed and
constructed by local governments.
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AGENCY CAPITAL BUDGET REQUEST Form G-2
Non-Building Project Detail (Cont’d.)
Fiscal Years 1994-99
Dollars in Thousands {$137.,500 = $138)

TYPE OF REQUEST (Check all that apply): - PROPOSED METHOD(S) OF FINANCING (check one}:
Acquisition of State Assets Cash: Fund
Development of State Assets
Maintenance of State Assets X Bonds: Tax Exempt X Taxable
Grants to Local Governments
Loans to Local Governments DEBT SERVICE PAYMENTS (Check all that apply):
X __ Other Grants (specify): Assessments paid to local governments

X __ General Fund % of total 100
PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS (Check all that apply):

User Financing % of total
Health and Safety :

: Provision of New Program/Services Source of funds
Expansion of Existing Program/Services ‘
X __ Other (specify): Infrastructure improvements FUNDING SOURCE:
$ 1,273 Appropriation Request (1994 Session)
$__ 1,273 State funding
$ O Federal funding
$___ O Local gov't funding
$ 0 Private funding
Agency Data Prepared by: Richard Pfutzenreuter Assoc. V.P./Budget Office 625-4517 8-25-93

Name Title Telephone Date
’ ' PAGE A-5E0



AGENCY CAPITAL BUDGET REQUEST

Form G-3
Non-Building Project Detail (Cont’d.)
Fiscal Years 1994-99
Dollars in Thousands {$137,500 = $138)
DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE ANALYSIS:
: STRATEGIC SCORE
This proposal meets all Department of Finance submission criteria.
Criteria Points
Current‘ State policy requires that tuition‘ and fges,‘or othe.r income related to Critical Life Safety - existing hazards 0
the project, cover 33% of the debt service obligation. This request assumes
100% of the debt service is state funded. This would be a change from Critical Legal Liability - existing liability 0
current funding policy. . . .
Critical Loss of Function or Services 0
The project was scored as a prior legal commitment because of the provisions Prior/Legal Commitments 700
of M.S. 435.19, subd. 2. At the time standards for scoring were developed,
this provision was overlooked. For future capital budget submissions, User/Non-State Financing 0
Department .of Finance will explore the score category and weight for these Strategic Linkage 0
types of projects.
Agency Priority 0
GOVERNOR’'S RECOMMENDATION:
Asset Preservation/Deferred Renewal 0
The Governor recommends capital funds of $1,273,000 for this project. Customer Services Improved 0
Operating Savings/Efficiencies 0
Total Strategic Score 700
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GOVERNOR’S CAPITAL BUDGET INITIATIVE
Building Project Detail
Fiscal Years 1994-99
Dollars in Thousands {$137,500 = $138)

AGENCY: University of Minnesota

PROJECT TITLE: IT/Mechanical Engineering Building Reconstruction

TOTAL PROJECT COST: $20,531

APPROPRIATION REQUEST FOR 1994 SESSION: $19,712

APPROPRIATION ESTIMATE FOR 1996 SESSION: $-0-

APPROPRIATION ESTIMATE FOR 1998 SESSION: $-0-

LOCATION (CAMPUS, CITY, COUNTY): Twin Cities/East Bank, Minneapolis,
Hennepin

AGENCY PRIORITY (for 1994 Session only):

# NA  of _NA _ requests

1. PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Funds are requested for renovation/reconstruction of the old Electrical
Engineering Building for use by Mechanical Engineering. The front, office
portion of the building will be renovated. The back, laboratory portion of the
building will be razed and rebuilt, and a pedestrian link will be constructed to
Akermann Hall. After careful study by architectural and engineering
consultants, it was determined that it would be better for a number of reasons
including a long-term cost efficiency, to rebuild rather than renovate the
laboratory portion. If the laboratory portion were to be renovated, a very high
premium would be paid for the structural, electrical, and mechanical
modifications necessary to turn this particular building into a modern
laboratory building - so high that the cost for razing the rebuilding is only 6%
higher than the cost for renovating. The flexibility gained from new construc-
tion justifies the additional cost.

Most of the old building was vacated in fall 1288, when the Department of
Electrical Engineering moved into its new facility, and no permanent assign-
ments of space will be made in the building until this project is completed.

2. PROJECT RATIONALE AND RELATIONSHIP TO AGENCY LONG-RANGE
STRATEGIC GOALS AND CAPITAL PLAN:

The Institute of Technology (IT) has 2 major facility problems; a severe
shortage of laboratory and office space and the general obsolescence of its

buildings. The IT Master Facilities Plan was prepared in 1985 at the request
of the Minnesota State Legislature to establish a well-defined strategy for
solving IT space problems. The plan documented an immediate need for a
new building, the Earth Sciences and Materials Engineering Building. The plan
also called for systematic renovation of existing buildings. Among the most
important of these projects is renovation and rebuilding of the old Electrical
Engineering Building (1924} for use by the Department of Mechanical
Engineering and other IT units.

The renovation and reconstruction project will provide additional space for the
Department of Mechanical Engineering, which has a current shortfall of
approximately 20,000 assignable square feet (ASF) and a projected 1994
shortfall of approximately 35,000 ASF. The Department of Mechanical
Engineering ranks among the top 5 such departments in the nation and
produces more baccalaureate graduates than any of the other engineering
departments within the Institute of Technology. The department offers
important instructional and research programs in areas of traditional strength
such as heat transfer and fluid mechanics, as well as in new areas of growing
importance to the state such as computer-aided design, computer-aided
manufacturing, and other advanced manufacturing techniques.

In the long-term, most of the space in the building will be assigned to the
Department of Mechanical Engineering, with some remaining under the control
of the IT deans’s office to meet future needs. In the short-term, the majority
of the space will be assigned to the Mechanical Engineering, with the
remainder providing short-term space for other IT units during implementation
of other aspects of the IT Master Facilities Plan.

IMPACT ON AGENCY OPERATING BUDGET (FACILITIES NOTE):

NA

OTHER CONSIDERATIONS (OPTIONAL):

NA
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GOVERNOR’'S CAPITAL BUDGET INITIATIVE
Building Project Detail (Cont."d)
Fiscal Years 1994-99
Dollars in Thousands ($137,500 = $138)

PROJECT TYPE (check one):

X Construction of a new facility for new, expanded or enhanced pro-
grams or for replacement purposes.

Adaption of an existing facility for new, expanded or enhanced uses.
Adaption of an existing facility for code-required changes, handicapped
access or legal liability purposes.

Renewal of existing facilities or assets and CAPRA requests (no
program expansion).

PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS (check all that apply):

Safety/liability

Hazardous materials

Asset preservation

Operating cost reductions

Code compliance

Handicapped access (ADA)
Enhancement of existing programs/services
Expansion of existing programs/services
New programs/services

Co-location of facilities

Other (specify):

AiNeeNRReR

"PRIOR COMMITMENT: ___ No _X Yes
. Ch_400 ., Sec __20 $ 819*
Laws , Ch , Sec $ :

PREVIOUSLY REQUESTED: ___ No _X Yes When? _1980

* $819 was awarded in 1987 to plan for renovation of the Electrical Engineer-
ing Building :

AGENCY BUILDING NAME AND #: NA

STATE-WIDE BUILDING ID #: NA

FACILITY SQUARE FOOTAGE:

Existing Building

83,500 Gross Sq. Ft. (GSF)

Project Scope

61,500 Gross Sq. Ft. Demolished

22,000 Gross Sq. Ft. Renewal or Adaption
45,500 Gross Sq. Ft. New Construction

Final Building Size
67,500 Gross Sqg. Ft.

Are there design standards or guidelines that apply to your agency and this
project?
X __Yes No.

If so, please cite appropriate sources:

CHANGES IN OPERATING COSTS (Facilities Note}:

F.Y. 94-95 FE.Y. 96-97 FE.Y. 98-99

Change in Compensation ....... $ o 3 0 s 0
Change in Bldg. Oper. Expenses . .. $ o $ 0 s 0
Change in Lease Expenses ...... $ o 3 o s 0
Change in Other Expenses . . . . . .. $ o $ o s 9]
Total Change in Operating Costs .. $ 0 s 0o $ 0
Other:

Change in F.T.E. Personnel . . .. .0 0 0
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GOVERNOR’S CAPITAL BUDGET INITIATIVE
Building Project Detail (Cont.’d)
Fiscal Years 1994-99
Dollars in Thousands ($137,500 = $138)

PROJECT COSTS:
Acquisition (land and buildings) .. ............... $ o
Consultant Services (pre-design and design} ........ $ 1,250
Construction . . ... ...t $ 13,530
Furnishings, Fixtures and Equipment (F.F. & E.) . ... .. $ 1,600
Data/Telecommunications . .. .................. $ 120
Art Work (1% of construction) ....... [P $ 1356
Project Management ........................ $ 185
Project Contingency . . ... ...ttt enn $ 1,035
Related Projects ... ...... ... ... ... $ 540
Other Costs (please specify): .................. $ 215

Inflation Adjustment (10.8%) ..................

$ 1,894

TOTALPROJECTCOST . ..................... $ 20,631*

Appropriation Request for 1994 Session .......... $ 13,712

Appropriation Estimate for 1996 Session .......... $ 0

Appropriation Estimate for 1998 Session .......... $ (6]
PROJECT TIMETABLE:

Start Date End Date Duration
(Mo./Yr.) {(Mo./Yr.) {Months)

Planning/Programming .......... completed
Site Selection and Purchase ...... NA NA
Design ..............c....... 6/94 . 10/94 5
Construction . ................ 11/94 11/86 24
Substantial Completion . ......... _10/96
Final Completion .............. 11/96

* Includes $819 appropriated in 1987 for planning.

PROPOSED METHOD(S) OF FINANCING (check one):

Cash: Fund

X _ Bonds: Tax Exempt X Taxable

DEBT SERVICE PAYMERNTS {Check all that apply):

X__ General Fund % of total 70%
X _ User Financing % of total 30%

Source of funds

FUNDING SOURCE:

$ 13,712 Appropriation Request (1994 Session)
$_ 13,712 State funding
$ Federal funding
$_ Local gov't funding

$__ 6,000 Private funding
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GOVERNOR’S CAPITAL BUDGET INITIATIVE Form E-4
Building Project Detail (Cont."d)
Fiscal Years 1994-99
Dollars in Thousands ($137,500 = $138)
DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION ANALYSIS:
STRATEGIC SCORE

B The request’s schedule objectives require that all funds requested be Criteri Poi
simultaneously appropriated. riteria oints

Critical Life Safety - existing hazards o
B This project contains multiple stages. Admin recommends that pre-design
work be approved by Admin before commencing design work prior to legislative Critical Legal Liability - existing liability 0
reylew as required by 16B.335. Critical Loss of Function or Services o]
B Further cost planning is required to justify this request. Prior/Legal Commitments ]
DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE ANALYSIS: User/Non-State Financing 45

Strategic Linkage 80
This project is a Governor’s Initiative. It is consistent with the Master Facilities rategic mxag
plan for IT and has significant strategic policy merit. The project is also Agency Priority 0
consistent with University objectives to renew existing facilities on the Twin .
Cities campus. Asset Preservation/Deferred Renewal 50

Customer Services Improved 40
GOVERNOR’S RECOMMENDATION:

Operating Savings/Efficiencies 0o

ital funds of $13,712,000 for thi ject. i .

The Governor recommends capital funds of $ 0 or this project. This Total Strategic Score 295

recommendation is contingent upon the University securing a commitment of
$6,000,000 in financing from private sources.

READINESS QUOTIENT

Programming

Design

Cost Planning/Management

Facility Audit Supports the Request

Facility Alternatives Were Considered

Readiness Quotient (Technical Score/180)
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GOVERNOR’S CAPITAL BUDGET INITIATIVE Form E-1

Building Project Detail
Fiscal Years 1994-99
Dollars in Thousands ($137,500 = $138)

AGENCY: University of Minnesota

PROJECT TITLE: IT/Architecture Building Renovation

TOTAL PROJECT COST: $23,170

APPROPRIATION REQUEST FOR 1994 SESSION: $22.,463
APPROPRIATION ESTIMATE FOR 1996 SESSION: $-0-

APPROPRIATION ESTIMATE FOR 1998 SESSION: $-0-

LOCATION (CAMPUS, CITY, COUNTY): Twin Cities/East Bank, Minneapolis

AGENCY PRIORITY (for 1994 Session only):

# N/A of __N/A requests

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Funds are requested to renovate the existing Architecture Building and to build
an addition. This will permit the College of Architecture and Landscape
Architecture to bring together in a single location its architecture department,
landscape architecture department, Urban Design Program, and research
centers. The addition will house classrooms, design studios, laboratories,
faculty offices, a lecture hall, and a library. Work on the existing building
includes: correcting building code violations, meeting energy code require-
ments, installing air conditioning, refurbishing the building’s interior, and
creating needed research, student, and administrative space. The current link
between the Architecture and Mechanical Engineering Buildings will be
improved to better accommodate pedestrian movement through the campus,
and special efforts will be made to improve the landscape and open spaces
associated with the project.

PROJECT RATIONALE AND RELATIONSHIP TO AGENCY LONG-RANGE
STRATEGIC GOALS AND CAPITAL PLAN:

The University of Minnesota has a distinguished history of educating leaders
in architecture and landscape architecture. This leadership has been
instrumental in creating an architecture and landscape architecture community
in Minnesota that is recognized as a major exporter of design services to the
region and country. Ninety percent of the professionals who design the
buildings and landscapes of Minnesota received their training at the University.

The architecture and landscape architecture programs are ranked 10th and 7th
respectively on the national level and are the only accredited programs in the
state. The regents recognized the importance and quality of the degree
programs when they made the former School of Architecture into the College
of Architecture and Landscape Architecture on July 1, 1989. This project
would provide the new college with the appropriate space and modern
equipment needed to train future professionals and to serve the professional
community, thus meeting the responsibilities to the people of Minnesota.

This project fulfills the college’s commitment to strengthen its degree
programs, emphasizing graduate education, graduate research, and
improving service to local professionals.

It will provide the following:

B A facility in one place for all college activities. College units and activities
currently are dispersed in inappropriate spaces throughout the Twin Cities
campus {both Minneapolis and Saint Paul).

@ Critically needed space for student and faculty. Originally designed for
300 students, the Architecture Building now serves more than 700.
There are 22 offices for 45 faculty.

B Modern research facilities. There is no space in the Architecture Building
for the college’s $11.2 million of applied research.

B Appropriate environment for the study of architecture, landscape
architecture, and urban design. Outdated facilities do not meet current
standards for accredited professional degree programs. The deplorable
environment negatively affects programs that place a high value on
aesthetics.

IMPACT ON AGENCY OPERATING BUDGET (FACILITIES NOTE):

N/A

OTHER CONSIDERATIONS (OPTIONAL):

N/A
PAGE A-36E



GOVERNOR’S CAPITAL BUDGET INITIATIVE

Form E-2

Building Project Detail (Cont."d)
Fiscal Years 1994-99
Dollars in Thousands {$137,500 = $138)

PROJECT TYPE {check one):

Construction of a new facility for new, expanded or enhanced pro-
grams or for replacement purposes.

Adaption of an existing facility for new, expanded or enhanced uses.
Adaption of an existing facility for code-required changes, handicapped
access or legal liability purposes.

Renewal of existing facilities or assets and CAPRA requests (no
program expansion).

[Tk

PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS (check all that apply):

Safety/liability

Hazardous materials

Asset preservation

Operating cost reductions

Code compliance

Handicapped access (ADA)
Enhancement of existing programs/services
Expansion of existing programs/services
New programs/services

Co-location of facilities

Other (specify):

FEERR TR

PRIOR COMMITMENT: ___ No _ X Yes
Laws 87 ., Ch 400 , Sec 20 $ 707*
Laws , Ch , Sec $

PREVIOUSLY REQUESTED: ___No _X Yes When? 1990

* $707 was awarded in 1987 to plan for renovation of the IT/Architecture
Building.

AGENCY BUILDING NAME AND #:

STATE-WIDE BUILDING ID #:

FACILITY SQUARE FOOTAGE:

Existing Building
102,800 Gross Sq. Ft. (GSF)

Project Scope
-0- Gross Sq. Ft. Demolished
102,800 Gross Sq. Ft. Renewal or Adaption
75,200 Gross Sq. Ft. New Construction

Final Building'Size
178,000 Gross Sq. Ft.

Are there design standards or guidelines that apply to your agency and this
project?
X __Yes No.

If so, please cite appropriate sources:Department of Administration, Division of
State Building Construction

CHANGES IN OPERATING COSTS (Facilities Note):

F.Y. 94-95 FE.Y. 96-97 FE.Y. 98-99

Change in Compensation ....... $ o 3 o 3 ]
Change in Bldg. Oper. Expenses . . . $ o s 0 s 0
Change in Lease Expenses ...... $ o 3 o 3 0
Change in Other Expenses . . ... .. $ o $ 0 s 0
Total Change in Operating Costs .. $ 0 s 0 s 0
Other:

Change in F.T.E. Personnel . . .. 0 0 9]

PAGE A-367




GOVERNOR’S CAPITAL BUDGET INITIATIVE Form E-3
Building Project Detail (Cont.’d)
Fiscal Years 1994-99
Dollars in Thousands ($137,500 = $138)

PROJECT COSTS: ' PROPOSED METHOD(S) OF FINANCING (check one}:
Acquisition (land and buildings) ................. $ 0] Cash: Fund
Consultant Services (pre-design and design) ........ $ 1,400
Construction . . ... .. .ttt ittt $ 16,065 X _ Bonds: Tax Exempt X Taxable
Furnishings, Fixtures and Equipment (F.F. & E.) . ... .. $ 1,147
Data/Telecommunications . .. .................. $ 50 DEBT SERVICE PAYMENTS (Check all that apply}:
Art Work (1% of construction) ................. $ 158
Project Management . ....................... $ 210 X__ General Fund % of total _67
Project Contingency . . . ... i i i it it it iienen $ 840
Related Projects ... .................. e e $ 760 X __ User Financing % of total _33
Other Costs (please specify): .................. $ 350
Inflation Adjustment (10.8%) .................. $ 2,189 » Source of funds
TOTALPROJECTCOST ... ... ..ttt $ 23,170 FUNDING SOURCE:
Appropriation Request for 1994 Session ... ........ $ 22,463 $ 22,463 Appropriation Request (1994 Session)
.Appropriation Estimate for 1996 Session .......... $ -0- - $_22,463 State funding
Appropriation Estimate for 1998 Session .......... $ 0] $ O Federal funding
‘ . $_ 0O Local gov't funding
PROJECT TIMETABLE: $ O Private funding

Start Date End Date Duration
{Mo./Yr.) {Mo./Yr.) {Months)

Planning/Programming .......... completed
Site Selection and Purchase ...... N/A N/A
Design ..................... 7/94 4/96 22
Construction ................. 5/95 8/98 28
Substantial Completion . ......... 7/98
Final Completion .............. 8/98

* Includes $707 expended for planning from 1987 appropriation.
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GOVERNOR’S CAPITAL BUDGET INITIATIVE Form E-4
Building Project Detail (Cont.’d)
Fiscal Years 1994-99
Dollars in Thousands {$137,500 = $138)
DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION ANALYSIS:
) STRATEGIC SCORE
@ This project has been previously funded. The request does not clearly Criteri Poi
explain how prior funding was applied and used. riteria oints
. Critical Life Safety - existing hazards 0
B The request’s schedule objectives require that all funds requested for pre- )
designed and design be simultaneously appropriated. Critical Legal Liability - existing liability 0
B This project contains multiple stages. Admin recommends that pre-design Critical Loss of Function or Services 0
work be approved by Admin before commencing design work. Prior/Legal Commitments 0
B Form E project cost breakdown is needed. User/Non-State Financing 0
Strategic Linka 60
B The square feet of construction must be provided. gic neee
Agency Priority o
DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE ANALYSIS:
Asset Preservation/Deferred Renewal 50
This project is a Governor’s Initiative. It is consistent with the Master Facilities Customer Services Improved 40
plan for IT and has significant strategic policy merit. The project is also
consistent with University objectives to renew existing facilities on the Twin Operating Savings/Efficiencies 0
Citi . }
fties campus Total Strategic Score 150
GOVERNOR’S RECOMMENDATION:
The Governor recommends capital funds of $22,463,000 for this project. This
recommendation assumes the University will pay 33% of the debt service READINESS QUOTIENT
associated with this project in some manner. Programming 0.
Design 0
Cost Planning/Management 0
Facility Audit Supports the Request 0
Facility Alternatives Were Considered 0
Readiness Quotient (Technical Score/180) o}
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used for modifying existing planning documents, design documents, or
blueprints or preparing new planning documents comprehensively addressing
information services issues in the two systems.

GOVERNOR’S CAPITAL BUDGET INITIATIVE Form E-1
Building Project Detail (Cont.’d)
Fiscal Years 1994-99
Doillars in Thousands ($137,500 = $138)
AGENCY: University of Minnesota
PROJECT TITLE: Information Services Planning STRATEGIC SCORE
TOTAL PROJECT COST: $1,000 Criteri Poi
APPROPRIATION REQUEST FOR 1994 SESSION: $1,000 riteria oints
APPROPRIATION ESTIMATE FOR 1996 SESSION: $-O- Critical Life Safety - existing hazards 0
APPROPRIATION ESTIMATE FOR 1998 SESSION: $-0- _
LOCATION {CAMPUS, CITY, COUNTY): Critical Legal Liability - existing liability 0
GOVERNOR’S RECOMMENDATION: Critical Loss of Function or Services 0o
Prior/Legal Commitments 0
The Governor recommends $1.0 million in general fund resources to the - ]
University of Minnesota for the University and Higher Education Board to begin User/Non-State Financing 0
a cooperative planning effort for library services. The University may use up to Strategic Link
$250,000 of this amount for general information services planning, including [T nxege %0
preparing a formal agreement with the HEB relating to the storage of infre- Agency Priority 0
quently accessed dated publications at a facility to be maintained by the ]
University of Minnesota. The agreement should: Asset Preservation/Deferred Renewal 25
. . . . . Customer Services Improved 40
a. specify terms of financing the operations of the facility in a manner that :
requires no additional state appropriation, Operating Savings/Efficiencies o}
b. Specify methods by which HEB institutions and other Minnesota public Total .
libraries may access the information, otal Strategic Score 155
c. show evidence of the use of the latest proven technology for storage and
retrieval of such information,
d. show evidence that each system’s plans for delivering future library
- services makes the best use of proven technology available for improving READINESS QUOTIENT
the efficiency of information storage and delivery to clients at distant Programming o
campuses, and ;
e. provide documentation showing the amount of space released for Design 0
alternative uses, and what the uses will be. Cost Planning/Management o
Upon completion of the agreement, the remaining general fund resources will Facility Audit Supports the Request 0
be released for both systems to proceed with additional information services - ] -
planning if the LAC and Education Committee chairs concur that the planning Facility Alternatives Were Considered 0
process is ready to move to the next level of detail. These resources may be Readiness Quotient (Technical Score/180) n/a
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GOVERNOR’'S CAPITAL BUDGET INITIATIVE
Building Project Detail (Cont."d)
Fiscal Years 1994-99
Dollars in Thousands ($137,500 = $138)

E-4

The Governor also recommends $2.7 million in bond proceeds for the
University of Minnesota to begin detailed architectural plans for an archive
facility. In recognition of needs identified by the University of Minnesota for
realigning space in its.current libraries, the Governor’s planning estimates for
F.Y. 96 include $38.4 million for construction of a central archival facility at
the University of Minnesota, and $2.3 million to prepare detailed architectual
plans for renovation of Walter library. Planning estimates for F.Y. 1998 include
$35.7 million for Walter library renovation. These recommendations assume
state financing of 100% of the debt service for the archive project and 67%
for the WaltER renovation project.
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